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THE SECOND OFFICE ACTION 

. T„«p 2003 in response to the First 

Office Action finom the Chinese raic 

on the above— d application ^ ,,ove-me„tio„ed patent application according 

□ The e.an,mer continues to conduct a substantive _ Day _ • 

• rinnnecisionniadebytheReexammationBoatdonYear — 
,0 the Reexamination Decision maa y ..^ following documents: 

2 ElTheexaminationhasbeenconductedbasedonthefoUow^ng 

□ TbeapplicationdocumentsdeterminedmtheaboveR 

3. O NonewreferencedocumentCsJis/a^citedin^a^^^^ 
0 uc foUo^ving document(s) is/are cited as references 
used in the examination procedure thereafter. 




4. 



□Concluding comments on the description: 33 ^f^ie Patent Uw. ^ , 

Law -of Article 26 paragraph 3 of the Patent Law. 

Regulations. 



< 



[^Concluding comments on the claims: 

□ Claim(s) do(es) not meet the requirement of Article 33 of the Patent Law. ' 

□ Ciaim(s) ^belong(s) to non-patentable subject matter as prescribed by Article 25 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) ^do(cs) not comply with the definition of invention as prescribed by Rule 2 paragraph 1 of the 

Implementing Regulations. 

13 Claim(s) \ do(es) not possess novelty as requested by Article 22 paragraph 2 of the Patent Law. 

□ CIaim(s) do(es) not possess inventiveness as requested by Article 22 paragraph 3 of the Patent Law. 

□ aaim(s) ^do(cs) not possess applicability as requested by Article 22 paragraph 4 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) ^do(cs) not comply with the provision of Article 26 paragraph 4 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) do{es) not comply with tiie provision of Article 3 1 paragraph I of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) do{es) not comply with provision of Rules 20 to 23 of the Implementing Regulations. 

□ Claim(s) ^do(es) not comply with provision of Article 9 of the Patent Law, 

□ Claim(s) ^do(es) not comply with provision of Rules 12, paragraph 1 of the Implementing Regulations. 

The detailed analysis for the above concluding comments is presented on the text of this Office Action. 

5. Based on the above concluding comments, the examiner is of the opinion that 

□ The applicant should amend the application document(s) in accordance with the requirement as specified in the 

Office Action. 

13 The applicant should, in his observation, expound the patentability of the application, amend the defects pointed out 
in the Office Action; or the appHcation can hardly be approved 

□ The examiner deems that the application lacks substantive features to make it patentable. Therefore, the application 
will be rejected if no convincing reasons are provided to prove its patentability. 

7. The applicant should pay attention to the following matters: 

(1) According to Article 37 of the Patent Law, the applicant is required to submit his observations within Two 
months upon receipt of this Office Action. If the time limit for making response is not met without any justified 
reason, the ^plication vAM be deemed to have been withdrawn. 

(2) The amendment(s) made by the applicant must meet the requirements of Article 33 of the Patent Law. The 
amended text should be in duplicate, its format should conform to the related confinement in the Guideline for 
Patent Examination. 

(3) The applicant and/or the agent should not go to the Chinese Patent Office to interview tiie examiner without being 
invited. 

(4) The observation and/of the amended document(s) must be mailed or delivered to the Receiving Section of the 
Chinese Patent Office. No legal effect shall apply for any document(s) that are not mailed to or reached the 
Receiving Section. 



8. The text of this Office Action contain s 1 p agefsX and has the following attachment(s): 
Kl 2 copies of the cited references, all together 48 p ages. 

□ 



